
Save Sefton Park Meadows Campaign Group  
Response to MCS Sefton Park 

Position Statement 

1 

 
Introduction 
 
Merseyside Civic Society (MCS) circulated a Sefton Park Position Statement on 10th 
December 2013, authored by vice-chair Graham Marshall on behalf of its Council. Save 
Sefton Park Meadows (SSPM) campaign had previously contacted MCS in March 2013 to 
make MCS aware of the LCC proposed sale of Sefton Park Meadows and expected MCS 
to work within its role as an advocate and campaigner of heritage places. However, SSPM 
did not receive a reply from MCS at that time. SSPM again contacted MCS in October 
2013 to ask for any advice, support, or assistance MCS could give to our campaign to 
Save Sefton Park Meadows. In response MCS has circulated its Sefton Park Position 
Statement. 
   
This paper, agreed by the steering group of the SSPM campaign, sets out our responses 
to Graham Marshall and MCS. Text from the MCS Position Statement is shown in italics.  
 
Sefton Park Meadows is a unique Liverpool site of specific historical, cultural,   
environmental and amenity value. (cf SSPM Briefing Papers 1 and 2). It is a site intrinsic to 
Liverpool’s  historic  Victorian  public  greenspaces,  within  the  ‘cordon  sanitaire’  of  the  Grand  
Boulevards connecting its listed parklands; within the Sefton Park Conservation Area and 
part  of  the  setting  of  Sefton  Park’s  Grade  1  historic  core.  The  site  provides  significant  
views in and out of the Grade 1 Park, is of a significant historic, cultural and landscape 
character, specifically related to its mature, designed rows of lime trees, open grassland 
and  an  intact,  high  linear  sandstone  wall.  The  Meadows  are  part  of  Liverpool’s  Green  
Infrastructure (GI) and are a Wildlife Corridor. This urban site also has Natural Economic 
and Social Ecosystems Values, regulating air, water, noise, pollution and climate. The 
health benefits for local people of greenspace are assessed at £300 per annum per 
person. 
 
The  Meadows  site  has  protection  as  greenspace  within  Liverpool’s  Unitary  Development  
Plan until 2016. It has not been re-assessed for development under the National Planning 
Policy  Framework,  in  Liverpool’s  Core  Strategy, nor was the site identified in the most 
recent Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment for housing development. It is 
arguably, part of one of the most valuable historic public greenspaces in the Liverpool City 
Region. 
 
The Save Sefton Park  Meadows campaign started working in Spring 2013 to oppose 
Liverpool  City  Council’s  fast  track  proposal  to  sell  off  this  site,  using  a  land  disposal  order  
which  described  the  site  as  ‘Incidental  Open  Space’  that  precluded  any  consideration  or  
consultation on the Meadows value and status, as described above. The Council 
continues to state that these are planning matters to be decided at a planning application 
stage.  Our contention is that a site of this quality, heritage and value should not have 
been considered for housing development ahead of other sites that are available, and 
already identified for housing development.  We think it is poor urban planning and poor 
economics for the city to pursue a sale of historic, high quality green space, at the same 
time as completing the costly demolition of existing housing elsewhere in the city. 
Good urbanism requires a 'sequential' approach to land use, using 'brownfield' first and 
'greenfield' last, building out from the centre. Liverpool should not be cherry-picking its 
parkland to secure capital receipts before delivering the redevelopment of other, 
expensively  created  sites.  Developers  will  be  more  reluctant  to  deliver  ‘difficult’  sites  if  high  
value parkland is readily available to them. 
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SSPM has consulted as far as possible with Liverpool residents for their views. Record 
numbers of people oppose development on this public open green space, including the 
7,500 people who signed a petition to stop the proposed land sale, and the 1,300 formal 
objections  to  the  Council’s  Loss  of  Open  Space  Notice.  We have attended a series of 
Council committees, written formal questions and asked for better scrutiny and 
transparency over the decision. All of these have been overruled with standard formulated 
responses provided, referring all material matters to planning application stage.  This has 
not been a positive experience of democracy at work, or local people being taken 
seriously. 
 
Ethos & Approach 
 
‘Merseyside Civic Society provides an open and independent forum promoting informed 
and balanced discussions on  important  issues  facing  the  city.’ 
 
SSPM had previously contacted MSC as early as March 2013 to make MCS aware of the 
LCC proposed sale of Sefton Park Meadows and trusted MCS would have offered to meet 
us, host discussions and possibly mediate with the Mayor and officers to get the sale 
stopped. We have held 2 public meetings in April and November 2013 and have regular 
weekly campaign steering group meetings.  We expected that MSC would have asked us 
to meet and discuss the issues with them, its Council and members - and facilitated an 
independent forum with all interested people - ahead of publishing its definitive Position 
Statement in support of development. We supplied MCS with all our current campaign 
literature and requested several times for advice, support or assistance in light of the MCS 
aims, which include 
• To ensure the preservation, conservation, development, improvement and careful 
stewardship of features of general public amenity 
• To seek to safeguard areas and structures of historic and/or public  interest’ 
 
We feel that the MCS intervention and its Position Statement does not hold to either of 
these aims. We were also disappointed that it was issued simultaneously to us, Liverpool 
City Council Chief Executive, LCC Head of Planning, the Mayor of Liverpool and a press 
article appeared in the Liverpool Echo, without the courtesy of SSPM being granted first 
sight of its opinion. 
 
‘In support of positive change for Liverpool, Merseyside Civic Society is developing a 
series of Green and White Papers covering key issues including urban design quality, 
population  growth  and  conservation  best  practice.’ 
 
We can only find MCS White Paper Number 1: Urban Design and Design Review on the 
MCS Topical Issues Page. We would like confirmation of the availability of Conservation 
Best Practice given that Sefton Park Meadows are within the Sefton Park Conservation 
Area and within the significant setting of the English Heritage Grade 1 designated Sefton 
Park. The Meadows is also recognised as an integral part of Sefton Park by the vast 
majority of Liverpool people who have supported the campaign. 
 
‘....  work  positively  with  the  natural  process  of  change  and  not  try  to  cast  the  city  in  aspic.’ 
 
It is not our intention to try to cast the city in aspic. We are a progressive and committed 
campaign group keen  to  support  Liverpool‘s  ambition  to  become  a  green,  sustainable  and   
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resilient international City, which is a healthy and high quality place to live, work, study and 
invest in. None of these will be achieved by selling off Sefton Park Meadows - or other 
high quality city greenspaces - for expensive housing. The Victorian aspiration was a 
similar one. To create healthy high quality urban greenspaces with maximum public 
benefit. Sefton Park is a local and City Region green asset. 
 
Overview 
 
‘LCC’s  motive  for  this  sale  is  to  realise  a  capital  receipt  provoked  by  austerity  measures..’   
 
We  have  always  understood  this  to  be  the  first  motive  for  the  Mayor’s  decision  to  initiate  
and push through this sale. We understand that further greenspace land sales will follow, 
some as high profile as Sefton Park Meadows. We are currently progressing a formal 
complaint to Liverpool City Council, which may eventually progress to the Local 
Government Ombudsman, on the basis that this council decision is irrational and a waste 
of  local  taxpayers’  money.  The  resources  needed  to  push  through  to  this  stage  of  disposal  
have  been  enormous  for  a  6  acre  land  sale,  in  terms  of  Council  staff  and  member’s  time.  A  
planning application will almost certainly be difficult, contentious and hard fought through 
every stage, and has a low chance of success for a financially profitable development 
envisaged by the Council. The Head of Planning was not even consulted on the proposal, 
neither were local councillors or other officers for advice or opinion. 
A one-off capital receipt of arguably c. £6m into LCC coffers will do almost nothing to 
address its financial deficit in 2014/5 alone. The recently completed road repairs to the 
Sefton Park inner ring road have already created a £6m loan repayment.  Further limited 
south Liverpool road repairs are in the region of £13m.  Once this site and its capital 
receipt are gone, an irreplaceable heritage and cultural asset have been lost forever. 
It is simply poor economics. Using established greenspace value assessment criteria and 
Natural Ecosystems Assessments, this site is worth many more millions over the longer 
term, and is a city region asset for future generations.  
 
‘As a Civic Society, our main concern is with the appropriate development, conservation 
and  management  of  the  city  fabric’. 
 
‘This  is  what  we  term  urban  design  and  set  out  our  policy  in  MCS  WHITE  PAPER  1:  Urban  
Design  and  Design  Review  (2012).’ 
 
The MCS White Paper Number 1 includes the following 
‘4.3 The long-term notion of a second World Heritage Site, embracing the main ring of 
Victorian Parks [Birkenhead, Princes, Sefton, Newsham and Stanley, with their associated 
surrounding developments] has been discussed by various bodies, including members of 
the MCS. This should be supported, in principle, based on the notion that these parks 
represent another side, also extraordinary, of the enterprise that gave us the Mercantile 
Maritime  city.’ 
 
SSPM has applied to English Heritage for the Meadows to be granted Grade 1 listed 
status as they form the last remnants of a green cordon of grand boulevards which 
connected the Ring of Parks enacted by the Liverpool City Council of 1862.The Meadows 
lead to the next link, Calderstones Park. The Queens Drive entrance to Sefton Park is a 
deliberately designed, beautiful and sweepingly graceful entrance to the Park and should  
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be given the same protection as the already listed, stone gate entrances at Sefton Park Rd 
(leading to Princes Park) and Aigburth Vale (leading to Otterspool). 
The distinctive grand design of the double row of lime trees that protect a broad walk used 
to go right around Queens Drive. This can be seen in photos from 1906 at Queen Drive in 
Walton, before the trees were felled to make way for the dual carriageway. The last 
remaining section of the double row of lime trees are either side of end section of Queens 
Drive passing Sefton Park Meadows. 
 
Context 
 
‘The original scheme envisaged building villas around the perimeter..... 
Mossley Hill developed independently leaving an unplanned wedge of land between the 
two new neighbourhoods. 
 
Recently, English  Heritage  raised  Sefton  Park’s  status  to  Grade  1 following a   programme 
of restoration works.’ 
 
English Heritage did not re-designate Sefton Park solely because of the Lottery restoration 
works. English Heritage carried out a national survey of all major city parks to see if they 
could be re-designated. Among the reasons for the promotion from Grade 2 * to Grade 1 
are the fact that little has changed in the park from its original landscape design – 
nicknamed in its early days the Hyde Park of the North – since  it  was  first  opened  in 
 1872,  by  Queen  Victoria’s   son, Prince  Arthur. 
It was one of the public space landscapes in the UK to introduce French style into parks, 
after the competition to design it was won by the world renowned Parisian landscaper 
Edouard Andre and city engineer Lewis Hornblower. Our research into Liverpool City 
Council archives suggest that Edouard Andre intended to keep Sefton Park Meadows as 
Green Open Space. 
• A map dated 1875 by Edouard Andre shows the final Sefton Park design, the plots of 
land for sale and the plots already sold. The Meadows are shown clearly to have no plots 
for sale. 
• Offers to buy the meadows between 1879 and 1890 were rebuffed by the Parks and 
Improvements Committee of the City Council because they always wanted to keep it as 
open grassland. 
 
MCS and Mayor Anderson argue that there was always an intention to build on the 
Meadows, and the Mayor publicised an earlier Andre map drawn in 1867 for the Sefton 
Park competition to win the contract. In fact, Andre himself revised this to the later, 
detailed and to scale finalised maps, which were used to actually construct Sefton Park.  
SSPM is researching the case that the Meadows themselves were actually part of the 
Andre Sefton Park design. We can show how the way its trees were planted is exactly the 
design  style  recommended  in  Andre’s  own  handbook   “L’Art  des  Jardins”. 
This information has been passed to English Heritage and they are currently assessing it 
along with our application to extend the Grade 1 listing to the Meadows. We are clear that 
the Meadows have the same international heritage value and are an integral part of Sefton 
Park and its eastern entrance gateway. 
 
‘Over the past 150 years, this wedge has been variously used and developed but with 
nothing of lasting quality, given the context of the park and Mossley Hill. In comparison  
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with the western edge, the eastern edge of Sefton Park is of very low urban design quality, 
fragmented, gloomy  and  disconnected.’ 
 
Far from being 'gloomy', the sudden sweep of sunlit space, glimpsed through a formal 
avenue of trees is thrilling and announces the arrival of somewhere special....a Grade 1 
listed park. Visitors and commuters make this special journey in and out of the park on the 
ring road by choice due to the views and special character of this gateway. The Meadows 
are as 'fragmented and disconnected' as Sefton Park Cricket Club which, although outside 
the perimeter road, are still seen as being fully integral and included within English 
Heritage Grade 1 area. The Meadows has both function and landscape setting within the 
parklands. It is illogical to consider them separately. 
The residents of Greens Walk, adjacent to the Meadows, will have their own views on their 
houses being described as ‘of very low urban design quality, fragmented, gloomy and 
disconnected’  by the MCS Position Statement. The majority of people we have spoken to 
who live there support the Save Sefton Park Meadows campaign. 
 
‘In  1998, consultants Llewellyn-Davies produced an Action Plan for the Sefton Park area 
(Liverpool  HAT  /  LCC)  identifying  these  negative  issues.’ 
No copy of this Action Plan has been made available to us and we cannot therefore 
comment on this at present. 
 
Recommendation 
 
‘Given the historic aspiration for this park edge and the current environmental context, we 
would  support  appropriate  development  of  this  corner.’ 
 
‘Queen’s  Drive  is  an  anticlimax  instead  of  a  statement  entrance  to  a  park  of  world  class  
quality’ 
 
‘development  of  these  sites  will  clearly  define  this  important  corner’ 
 
‘Developing  this  edge  is  not  just  an  aesthetic  consideration  although  by  providing  frontage  
to the park it completes the design, contains the park space and symbolises the transition 
between town and park. This is important in terms of the heritage aspect of the park and 
the  hierarchy  of  townscape  in  such  a  high  quality  environment.’   
 
As stated above, SSPM is providing evidence and research to English Heritage and LCC 
to show that the Meadows as open grassland and trees is part of the original Andre design 
that  already  provides  a  world  class  heritage  landscape  gateway  at  this  entrance  (  not  ‘an  
important  corner’).  Most  people  who  use  Sefton  Park  recognise  and  appreciate  this.    
Building development will not in any way provide a world class statement entrance nor will 
it improve or enhance what is already present. Improvements to the roundabout may be 
welcome  but  not  as  a  ‘planning  gain’  for  loss  of  the  whole  site.   
 
The Meadows landscape  is  existing  ‘appropriate  development’.  The  Queens  Drive  
entrance to Sefton Park at the Meadows is a deliberately designed, beautiful and 
sweepingly graceful landscape feature to the Park and should be given the same 
protection as the already listed, stone gate entrances at Sefton Park Rd (leading to 
Princes  Park)  and  Aigburth  Vale  (leading  to  Otterspool).  The  ‘hierarchy  of  townscape’  
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needs to be more clearly explained by MCS and certainly, the transition between town and 
park could not be more elegantly or strongly experienced than by entering or exiting 
through the Meadows. The openness of the Meadows beyond the trees is particularly 
important in achieving this gateway and transition. 
 
‘Development of this edge will bring life to the area through activity and passive 
surveillance from windows over the park will provide a perceptively safer environment. In 
addition to new residents using the park opposite their homes, this perception of safety will 
encourage more people to use this area of the park, particularly  at  night.’ 
 
Merseyside Police are on record to say that Sefton Park is the safest greenspace in 
Liverpool (Sefton Park Management Forum minutes). At the August 2013 International 
Music Festival in the Park, there were only three police recorded crime incidents and over 
150,000 people attended the 3 day event, staying on into the summer evenings. Sefton 
Park has probably the highest numbers of regular users and there are no current concerns 
over safety in the Park by its Management Forum, local police or Councillors. 
 
‘This entrance to the park is also an important pedestrian and cycle route, which could 
become busier if supported by the surveillance offered by this new development. 
Liverpool College is now a state school and set to expand over the next couple of years. 
The added environmental security that this development brings should be capitalised to 
provide safe routes to school for the new pupils coming from a local catchment, 
encouraging  them  to  walk  and  cycle.’ 
 
Increased traffic from new housing and the expansion of Liverpool College would likely be 
the biggest danger to pedestrians and cyclists.  This is currently a very safe and attractive 
cycling and walking route and well used. ‘Increased  surveillance’ from housing 
development will not improve this. Liverpool College is a new Academy and has a Fair 
Banding method of entry, meaning that local catchments for pupils are largely irrelevant. 
More families will be using more cars to travel to school from a wide range of distances, 
with school expansion. 
 
‘The  two  sites  should  remain  separate  with  Park  Avenue  continuing  to  run  between  them.’ 
 
Liverpool City Council has stated in its marketing document that Park Avenue will be 
blocked off to form one site for development. This is shown on the advertised map. 
 
‘There  are  no  other  sites  in  the  city  that  can  compete  with  this  quality  of  aspect’   
 
We agree, but have come to the opposite position of MCS and LCC that Sefton Park 
Meadows should never be sold for housing development. 
 
‘Liverpool  has  a  deficit of contemporary high quality housing necessary to attract the 
people  required  to  support  the  economic  revival  of  the  city.’ 
 
This is not true. Contemporary high quality housing is being built on the former King David 
school site and a housing developer has just received planning approval to build 119 
contemporary high quality houses on the former New Heys school site in Allerton. Mosley 
Hill Hospital, adjacent to Sefton Park Meadows will be closing in the near future and is 
earmarked for housing development. The former IM Marsh campus is being sold for  
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housing. The Strategic Housing Land Assessment consultation is supposed to identify 
sites for housing. Sefton Park Meadows was not included or consulted on, as part of the 
2012/3 review.  
Cllr John  Coyne  (St  Michael’s  ward)  did  ask  the  Regeneration  Select  Committee  in  May  
2013  if  there  was  an  upmarket  ‘family  house  premium’  for  properties  of  3/4  bedrooms  in  
Liverpool, compared to other neighbouring boroughs. This would suggest a shortage and 
demand for these properties in the City. The Select Committee response was that no 
premium was in evidence. 
 
‘..hope  that  Development  Control  is  capable  of  negotiating  appropriate  development  in  the  
current  economic  climate’. 
 
This is a significant and, we believe, unrealistic aspiration.  As stated by MCS, LCC require 
a capital receipt and this is one of the highest potential value sites. The planning 
precedents created by adjacent new development have produced gated sites of an 
apartment style, and pressure from developers to make the site economic to develop will 
mean increasing the proposed housing density above what André would have intended. 
Pressure on Development Control will also be enormous to accept the highest bidder. 
 
‘We are aware of the positions taken by LCC and the Save Sefton Park Meadows 
Campaign Group. Merseyside Civic Society is interested and willing to host an open and 
independent forum to promote informed and balanced discussions on this important issue 
if  this  would  be  of  interest.’ 
 
MCS have now confirmed by the contents of their Position Statement that they support 
Liverpool City Council on this issue. SSPM is unclear how MCS could now host an open 
and independent forum to promote informed and balanced discussions on this important 
matter. We repeat that 7,500 signature petitions from people opposed to the proposed 
sale of Sefton Park Meadows and 1,300 formal objections to the published Loss of Open 
Space notice have been made. Over 3,000 people are Facebook followers.  
 
MCS has not attended any of the consultations prior to producing their position statement; 
they have not asked to meet with the campaign steering group; nor had any 
correspondence with us up to publishing and widely circulating their Position Statement. 
MSC has chosen to support development rather than being impartial arbiters.  We would 
like confirmation from MCS as to how widely they have: 
• consulted their Board and membership 
• consulted with people in Liverpool  
 
Our canvassing to date and work on social media, public meetings, e-petitions, etc. 
confirms that the MCS view is not representative of the local population at the very least. 
 
We take the view that the Merseyside Civic Society Position Statement is a minority view 
on this issue. 
 
 
Save Sefton Park Meadows Campaign Group 
 
12 January 2014 
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Save Sefton Park Meadows Campaign Group contact details 
 

http://www.facebook.com/SaveSeftonParkMeadows 
 
 

Website: http://SaveSeftonParkMeadows.org 
 

 
saveseftonparkmeadows@gmail.com  

 
 

https://twitter.com/SaveSeftonParkM 
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